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PER CURIAM.

In July 1991, Joann Smith applied for Social Security Supplemental

Security Income benefits, claiming that she had been disabled since May

1989 by arthritis, diabetes, headaches, fibrosis, anxiety, depression, and

hypertension.  Following an administrative hearing, the Commissioner's

administrative law judge concluded that Smith has a severe combination of

impairments but does not have a listed impairment, that she is unable to

perform her past relevant work as nurse's aide and hospital housekeeper,

that her complaints of disabling pain are not credible, and that she is not

disabled because she has the residual functional
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capacity to perform the full range of sedentary work as defined in 20

C.F.R. § 416.967.

The Commissioner's Appeals Council denied Smith's request for

administrative review, ruling that an additional March 1994 medical report

submitted by Smith was not relevant to the ALJ's decision that she was not

disabled prior to February 25, 1994.  Smith then sought judicial review of

the Commissioner's denial of her SSI application.  The district court1

granted summary judgment in favor of the Commissioner, concluding in a

thorough Memorandum and Order that substantial evidence in the

administrative record supports the Commissioner's decision.  Smith appeals,

arguing that substantial evidence does not support the Commissioner's

decision because Smith's nonexertional impairments were improperly

discounted in applying the Commissioner's Medical-Vocational Guidelines.

After careful review of the record, we affirm for the reasons stated by the

district court.  See 8th Cir. Rule 47B.
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